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REVIEW 


Of a book, entitled “ An Apprat to the citizens 
of New-York, in behalf of the Christian Sabbath. 
By Ganpiner Sprine, Pastor of the Brick 
Presbyterian Church. New-York: Printed by 
J. Seymoun, 49 John-street, 1823, 8vo. pp. 28. 
Ifthe Rev. Dr. Spring has been pre-eminently 

celebrated in particulars, we think his honest pre- 

tensions, often told, will appear about the first in 
the catalogue. We are disposed to grant this gen- 
tleman a niche in the temple of fame, surmounted 
with a garland of his own wreathing. It would be 
uncharitable not to allow him the undisturbed pos- 
session of his virtues of every kind; and malice 
could not do worse than accuse him of superfluous 
aberrations. We are willing to believe he hasa 
motive for every action; and a passion at the head of 
every impulse. That reasons, which appear weighty 
to his mind, influence his decisions, and spur him 
to mount the stage of public animadversion. The 
theatre of his present exploits is already distinguish- 
ed by his former unsuccessful efforts ; and the pres- 
ent attempt may, peradventure, heal the wounds re- 
ceived in an old engagement, if it fail of obtaining 

a present victory! Thus much for a civil and re- 

spectful exordium, and we proceed to notice his 

book. 

If in our remarks we should be so unfortunate as 
to incur the reverend gentleman’s displeasure, we 
shall have the only solace of an upright motive. 
The only pretension we avow, is, a hearty and con- 
tinual desire, to see the professed disciples of Christ, 
practise his virtues! To see the downfal of clerical 
pride and arrogance, and the substitution of sinceri- 
tyand humility. In a word, to see that era arrive, 
when clergymen shall be as disinterested in their 
conduct, as they now are in their professions ! Doc- 
tor Spring’s commencement is a well written avowal 
of his motives. He disclaims all intention and desire 
ofcoercion. He would “ exercise no authority ;”— 
O no! He only aspires “ to the influence which one 
man exerts over another, by considerations address- 
ed to his understanding,” &c. This is very good. 
Pity ‘tis not sincere! How unfortunate it is, that 
this mild good man, should so forget his natural 
complacency, for which he is so justly distinguish- 
ed, as to declare in his 22d page, that “ there is a 
thought [an unlucky obtrusive thought,] which it 
was my purpose to submit to your consideration be- 
fore I close. Itisthis.” What? Why only this— 
“ Does not the importance of the Sabbath, in a civit 
view, invest it with an undeniable claim to the pro- 


How nice! How clever! Doctor Spring, let certain 
folks say what they please about him, is certainly a 
very excellent man. This must be true. We have 
the best authority for it. His own testimony! 
Doctor Spring, pious, humble, tender, kind, good 
man, if the sword were put into his hand, would 
convert it into a ploughshare in a moment! What! 
Use coercion? O, no! Compel people? Never! 
Merely address considerations to the understanding 
of mankind, and if they will not give heed to our 
affectionate solicitations, how we shall pity them! 
Gracious God! What considerations were ad- 
dressed to the understanding of Servetus, when 
Calvin’s “ public law” encircled his body with 
burning fagots, and sent his agonized soul, in flames, 
to heaven? Alas! alas! alas! for human preten- 
sions. Will the smile of an assassin blunt the point 
of his dagger? No! Neither will clerical preten- 
sions disarm hypocrisy of deception, or deceit of its 
guile. Giid the poisonous pill with flattery,—ad- 
minister it in a cup brilliant with precious gems, 
the destruction of the wretched recipient of your 
bounty is inevitable. Sir, your pretensions are 
rotten. The scale of your excellence, and the balance 
of your integrity hang awry. On what principle 
would you recommend coercion to others, if it would 
be wrong in yourself? When did Jesus Christ, 
your only legitimate authority and pattern, appeal 
to the secular power, and beg the use of its sword to 
protect his Jaws or ordinances? Sir, your memory 
will be paralyzed with a single effort, to find a 
precedent to sanction your abominable scheme, un- 
less you rummage the archives of superstition, aad 
resort to the bloody annals of Devils! Ifthe modern 
sabbath is a civil institution, the secular arm 
should be raised for its support ; not hypocritically 
on pretence. If it is an appointment of God, as 
its reverend advocate contends, human laws are um 
necessary. 

Dr. Spring appeals to the patriotism of the pub- 
lic. We make the same appeal. If there is any 
feature pre-eminently excellent in the Constitution 
of the United States, it is found in the toleration of 
religious sentiments. It speaks, with a varied 
phraseology, the sentiments of Paul, (Christ’s apos- 
tle,) Col. ii. 16, 17, “ Let no man, therefore, judge 
you in meat or in drink, or in respect of an holy- 
day, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days : 
which are a shadow of things to come ; but the body 
is of Christ.” We reiterate these sentiments. 
Reader, are you a patriot? Conduct like one. 
Never lift a finger to coerce your neighbour, and 
compel him to believe, or think, or act differently iu 





tection of public LAW?” This is all. How smoosh ! 





religion from his own judgment. Heaven in mercy 
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preserve our beloved country from the worst of ty- 
ranny, ¢lerical oppression! It appears that Dr. S. 
is not satisfied with the privilege of observing the 
Jirst, and every day of the week, as he pleases, but 
would deprive others of the same liberty. If this is 
patriotism, it is the patriotism of a modern priest! 
Not of a free layman! We are disgusted with the 
hypociisy of this timeserving Appeal. If the rev- 
erend gentleman effects any thing more by this ef- 
fort of his genius, than a more perfect developement 
of his hypocritical pretensions, we shall be mistaken. 

In p. 4, Dr. S. asserts, that “ Ever since the crea- 
tion of the world, the great mass of mankind have 
united in the observance of every seventh day, asa 
day of religious worship.” Jf this were admitted, 
then Dr. S. must admit, that “ever since the crea- 
tion of the world, the great mass of mankind” have 
been idolaters, and ignorant of the character and 
perfections of God! Dr. S. therefore has for evi- 
dence the conduct of ignorant idolaters. He is wel- 
come to it. In p. 5, Dr. S. considers there is “ pre- 
sumptive testimony that the consecration of every 
seventh day was the object of divine appointment, 
and the celebration of it the matter of a tradition- 
ary revelation from the family of Noah.” Here 
then, isa precious confession. “ Presumptive tes- 
timony.” Dr. 8. also says, in p. 5. “The formal 
designation of this day [here the Dr. begs the ques- 
tion !] as a day of rest by God himself, immediately 
after the creation, is a consideration of some force 
in this investigation.” How much force, Doctor ? 
We will tell you reader, turning the leaf, we find, 


on p. 6, that Dr. S. declares positively of this day, 
“that it was not, as has been asserted, a mere Mo- 
saic rite, but an institution of earlier date, commit- 
ted to our first parents, as the representatives of their 
whole posterity, and unless repealed by some subse- 
quent revelation, extending its binding force, not 
only through the Patriarchal and Jewish, but Chris- 


tian dispensations.” We never saw a more mise- 
rable begging of the question, than this. First ac- 
knowledging that the evidence is “ presumptive tes- 
timony”—then “of some force,” and all at once 
muster courage, and considering the whole proved, 
declare positively. This may do very well for Dr. 
Spring, but a boy of fourteen years, who should 
presume to palm such trash upon his tutors, for 
logical deductions, would get his ears bored. 

It is pitiful for a man of Dr. Spring’s years, advan- 
tages, and pretensions, to be the acknowledged pro- 
genitor of such a wretched issue ! How long, Sir, has 
your ipse dirit been a legal currency? And where 
did you acquire the effrontery, to palm upon the pub- 
lic, for fact, your unsupported assertion? Pray, Sir, 
where did you learn, or who told you, that the Jew- 
ish Sabbath was “ committed to our first parents?” 
And that this was done, considering them as “ the 
representatives of their whole posterity?” We have 
nothing but your word for this. And we are autho- 
rized by the use you have made of it, in your book, 
to say, that it is not the best authority ! 

After all the labours of this would-be great man, 
the whole matter rests where Paul left it. The 
Jewish Sabbath was au ordinance binding on the 


Jews only. If a Gentile abode in a Jewish eity on 
the Sabbath, he was obliged to conform to their 
regulations. Now we can give Dr. S. something 
more than “presumptive testimony.” Christ has 
informed us, of all the moral law, and said not a 
word about observing the Jewish or any other Sab- 
bath. Look at it—* Thou shalt love the Lord thy 
God, with all thy heart,” &c. “and thy neighbour 
as thyself.” The following testimony, “ from meu 
who have hazarded their lives for the name of our 
Lord Jesus Christ,” we think is sufficient. We en- 
treat the reader to ponder it well. He will find thar 
in the days of the apostles there were men, who, 
like Doctor Spring, wanted to lord it over God’. 
heritage. 

Acts xv. 19-29, “ Wherefore my sentence is, that 
we trouble not them which from among the Gen- 
tiles are turned to God: but that we write unto 
them, that they abstain from pollutions of idols, 
and from fornication, and from things strangled, 
and from blood. For Moses of old time hath in 
every city them that preach him, being read in the 
synagogues every Sabbath day. Then pleased it 
the apostles and elders, with the whole church, to 
send chosen men of their own company to-Antioch, 
with Paul and Barnabas; namely, Judas surnamed 
Barsabas, and Silas, chief men among the brethren: 
and they wrote lellers by them after this manner, 
The apostles, and elders, and brethren, send greet- 
ing unto the brethren, which are of the Gentiles in 
Antioch, and Syria, and Cilicia. Forasmuch as we 
have heard, that certain which went out from us, 
have troubled you with words, subverting your 
souls, saying Ye must be circumcised, and keep the 
law, to whom we gave no such commandment: it 
seemed good unto us, being assembled with one 
accord, to send chosen men unto you, with our 
beloved Barnabas and Paul; men that have hazard- 
ed their lives for the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. We have sent therefore Judas and Silas, 
who shall also tell you the same things by mouth. 
For it seemed good to the Holy Ghost, and to us, 
to lay upon you no greater burden than these neces- 
sary things: that ye abstain from meats offered tv 
idols, and from blood, and from things strangled, 
and from fornication: from which if ye keep your- 
selves, ye shall dowell. Fare ye well.” 

The above testimony cannot be correct, if Dr. S. 
is correct. Shall we give the preference to Dr. §, 
who never hazarded any thing but his salary, 
and is very careful of that, over the disciples and 
apostles of Christ? No! Although faither notice 
of this appeal is unnecessary, to prove its absurdity, 
we shall not dismiss it without noticing some of Dr. 
S.’s sayings. 

Dr. S. says in p. 26, “ Who has authorized any 
man, or set of men, to trample on a divine institu- 
tion, for the sake of his own convenience?” In p. 
8, Dr. S. says, of the Sabbath, “ Whether it be the 
first or last day of the week, I cannot consider 
essential to the institution.” Ah! But what is the 
divine institution? Ans. “The seventh day is the 
Sabbath of the Lord thy God, in it thou shalt not,” 





&e. Now we think this is very plain! 
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‘In p. 13, Dr. S. asserts roundly, “No VILLAIN 
regards the Sabbath.” Reader, we appeal to the 
inhabitants of this great city, for the truth of the 
declaration, that some of the greatest villains this 
city has been burdened with, have been long-faced 
gentlemen, sticklers for clergymen’s rights, very 
pious in their speeches, and very great observers of 
the Sabbath!!! We make this declaration boldly, 
and are ready to support it, if necessary, with some- 
thing better than “presumptive testimony,” and 











Spring. The good old Bible informs us, that the 
saved ascribe their salvation to Christ, &c. Dr. S. 
adds, “ Blot out the Sabbath, and you blot out the 
last beam of hope from the troubled and despond- 
ing heart.” Stop Doctor. Where is your decree 
of election, which in your Sermon was to effect 
ali ? 

In p. 22, Dr. S. makes a declaration unrivalled 
for its absurdity. We question whether a sane 
adult can be found, who will give Dr. S. credit for 


“« considerations of some force!” We say the Jewish; telling the trath. Here it is—“ Rather would I 


Sabbath, was a type of the Christian’s rest under the 
Gospel dispensation. To the Christian, every day 
isa Sabbath. Praying on Sunday, and cheating 
on Monday, is poor business. Dr. S. adds—* The 
Sabbath is a barrier" which must be broken down, 
before men can become giants in iniquity.” We 
deny it. Facts of recent date declare, that men 
have gone from the church and communion table, 
to the State Prison. More than this. Facts will 
prove, that professed Deists, in this aity, have con- 
ducted in a manner that satirises the long-faced 
pretender. Dr. S.’s declarations are deserving of 
no better name, than frothy hyperbole ! 

In p. 14, Dr. S. says, “T should like to see an 
authentic and correct history of all the prisons in 
the land; and unless lam much deceived, such a 
statement would not present an instance of an indi- 
vidual who had not broke over the restraints of the 
Sabbath before he was abandoned to crime,” &c. 
We tell Dr. S. it is unnecessary to go out of your 
own city, to prove you very “ much deceived.” 

In p. 16, Dr. S. says, “ Nor is the influence of the 
Sabbath to be disregarded as it respects the means 
of a comfortable subsistence.” This is certainly ap- 
propos. This is logical. There is nothing like facts, 
and the Doctor now speaks from experience! In- 
eluding the salary and perquisites, every Sabbath 
Doctor Spring regards, brings him the “ com/fort- 
able” sum of seventy-seven dollars, wanting a frac- 
tion. We must confess, for once, Dr. S. reasons 
like a Philosopher. 

We have a fellow feeling for Doctor S., although 
there is some shade of difference in our religious 
opinions, and cagnot help sympathizing with him 
in the mortifications he must endure, on account of 
the misfortune he has so long laboured under of 
contradicting himself, in a most terrible manner. 
In p. 19, Dr. S. declares, “ The Sabbath 1s 1He 
GREAT MEANS OF HOLINESS AND ETERNAL LIFE.” 
But, in his Sermon on Election, (a very famous 
produetion !) he will have it, that the decree of elec- 
tion is “the great means,” &c. for he there de- 
clares, “If they are not elected they will indeed 
perish.” We do not like this blowing hot and cold 
with the same breath. The Doctor appears to be 
enraptured with his new ideas, and in p. 20, de- 
clares of the saved, that “ With one voice must 
they ascribe this inestimable inheritance to the in- 
fluence of the Sabbath.” And then he runs at 
random, bewildered in a fog of his own raising. It 
is a great pity that the Bible, that precious old Book, 


yicld my tmmortality, than hear the knell that tolls 

the departure of this Great Day.” We do not be- 

lieve the Doctor, for the following reasons, which 

we shall exhibit in the shape of interrogations, &c. 

How can you be sincere, when you ascribe the sal- 

vation of man to the Sabbath, in your 21st page, 

and declare, on other occasions, that the salvation 

of man is secured by God’s decree of election ? And 

declaring, as you have done, “ If they are not elect- 

ed, they will indeed perish,” How can you promise 

salvation, as you have done, p. 28, on condition of 
setting apart the Sabbath? Pray, Sir, how long 

have you possessed this extraordinary zeal for the 

Sabbath, and what first produced it? We ask you 

seriously, Was not the promise of a “ comfortable 

subsistence,” and the prospect of future honour and 

money, the all-prevailing motive with you, to enlist 

in your present vocation? Did you experience any 

radical change in your affections and views, before 
you were promised “ the comfortable subsistence >” 
Would not you have continued in your secular 
calling, had not the present been urged as one more 
lucrative and honourable, and the earnest of the 
profit made about certain at the onset? Was not 
your change of profession produced, altogether, by 
motives of a pecuniary kind, and your subsequent 
professions a matter of course, rather than of 
principle ? If you answer in the negative, will you 
not admit, that a very singular and remarkable co- 
incidence attended your induction to the observance 
of the Sabbath ? And will you not also admit, that 
now, for one so holy, so much in love with the Sab- 
bath, and so profuse in expressions of concern for 
the souls of men, their exists a most unaccountable 
love of money, sufficient to authorize a charitable 
conjecture, at least, that money first produced a 
change in your calling, and continues to influence 
your present conduct! Had you, Sir, like the apos- 
tles of Christ, “ hazarded your life, for the name of 
Jesus,” or even hazarded any thing, and proved by 
sacrifices and deprivations, voluntarily endured, 
your sincerity, whatever your doctrine might have 
been, you would be entitled, at least, to respect. 
But, now, what are the pretensions of the man, thus 
obtruding himself upon the public, and vociferating 
his zeal for the Sabbath ? We answer—They are 
those of a hireling ! 

Conclusion—We have used great plainness of 
speech. If we are wrong, may Heaven in mercy 
counteract the evil. If we are right, may the arm 
of Omnipotence accompany the truth, and render 
its energies irresistible, to the destruction of clerical 





is not so good authority, in the opinion of many 
pious folks, as the declarations of the Rev. Gardiner 





pride and oppression. 
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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Filz—A short time past a friend of mine en- 
tered into conversation with the Rev. Mr. Cox, of 
the Presbyterian Church in Spring-street, upon the 
subject of religion. Mr. Cox soon discovered that 
he had a leaning towards Universalism, and went to 
work with all his might, to eradicate that most per- 
nicious (in his opinion) of all heresies. Among 
other things, he told my friend that he was appre- 
hensive Universalism would become the prevailing 
sentiment in New-York ; and that it was that spirit 
that led to the robbery of the mail, almost immedi- 
ately after the President had granted pardon to two 
of these villains. My friend inquired of his Reve- 
rence, why he did not publicly meet the Universal- 
ists in debate, as he had sufficient opportunity to do 
so, either in the columns of the Herald, or in their 
Society held for the purpose of investigation ? as- 
suring him, that if he did he would be treated as a 
gentleman ought. Mr. Cox answered, he was not 
afraid to meet and debate with any Universalist in 
any way, but that he was apprehensive, if he should, 
he would meet with treatment from them similar to 
that experienced by a friend of his, a clergyman, 
who accepted of a challenge from Hosea Ballou, 
and who, after effectually confuting and confound- 
ing Mi. Ballou, was hissed at by the Universalists. 
Mr. Cox also told my friend, that they, Universal- 
ists, hissed the Methodists, when they appeared in 
their Society in New-York, to argue with them. 

Now, Mr. Fitz, I am of opinion, that Mr. Cox 
ought to be publicly called upon for his evidences 
of the truth of these assertions. If he is in posses- 
sion of any, he certainly can have no objection to 
produce them. 

A sense of duty obliges me to send you this 
communication, with my request that you will 
give it a place in the Herald, accompanied with 
your remarks. I remain yours sincerely. 

JOHN DOUGLASS. 
‘ew- York, Aug. 8th, 1823. 
REMARKS. 

We have no hesitation in declaring the Rev. Mr. 
Cox’s assertions to be destitute of all truth. We of- 
fer him the columns of this paper to prove his asser- 
tions, or to confess his mistake. If this gentleman 
neglects or refuses to notice this, we hope the pub- 
lic will decide, whether Mr. Cox has no regard for 
the truth, or whether he has a license to slander 
Universalists with impunity. If the latter be the 
case, on information duly made, we shall acknow- 
ledge it. 

To our brethren of this despised faith, we offer a 
word of consolation. Brethren, this is the gentleman 
who saddled the yellow fever npon you, last summer ! 
You now, it seems, are some way connected with 
the robbing of the mail. These would be serious al- 
legations, were they true. But, you must recollect, 
they originated in the disturbed brain of a Hop- 
kinsian clergyman. Perhaps, “he does not mean 
as he says,” which was the case with Dr. Spring, (of 
the same faith,) who committed himself not long 
since, and backed out with becoming gravity. 
There is another consideration, Their peculiar 





phraseology. Dr. Hopkins says, “ Adam was not 
the cause, but the occasion of the sin of his posteri- 
ty.” The Rev. Mr. Cox may only mean, that you 
“are not the cause, but the occasion,” of the evils 
complained of. And when the Rev. Mr. Cox tells 
a hard story, “ he is not the cause, but the occasion 
of it!” With some such helps as these, we think 
the Rev. Mr. Cox can work along tolerably smooth. 
— > 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Sir—A few days since I took up a book called the 
“ Portraiture of Methodism,” when the following 
passages attracted my attention. 

In a pamphlet written by Mr. Wesley, and enti- 
tled “Serious thoughts upon the Perseverance of 
the Saints,” are the following observations: 

“1. By the Saints, I understand those who are 
holy or righteous in the judgment of God himself; 
those who are endued with the faith which purifies 
the heart and produces a good conscience; those 
who are grafted into the good olive tree, the Spirit- 
ual, invisible church; those who are branches of 
the true vine, of whom Christ says, “I am the vine, 
ye are the branches ;” those who so effectually know 
Christ as by that knowledge to have escaped the 
pollutions of the world; those who see the light of 
the knowledge of the glory of God, in the face of 
Jesus Christ, and who have been make partakers of 
the Holy Ghost, of the witness and fruits of the 
Spirit; those who live by faith in the Son of God; 
those who are sanctified by the blood of the cove- 
nant; those to whom all or any of these characters 
belong, I mean by the term Saints: But 

1. “Can any of these fall away ? By falling away 
we mean not barely falling into sin. This it is 
granted they may. But can they fall totally? Can 
any of these so fall from God, as to perish everlasting- 
ly. Either side of this question is attended with great 
difficulties ; such as reason alone would never re- 
move. But to the law and to the testimony. On 
this authority, I believe a saint may fall away; that 
one who is holy or righteous in the judgment of 
God himself, may nevertheless so fall from God, as 
to perish everlastingly. “When a righteous man 
turneth away from his righteousness and committeth 
iniquity, in his trespasses that he hath trespassed, 
and in his sin that he hath sinned, in them shall he 
die.” Ezek. xviii. 24. That this is to be understood 
of eternal death, appears from the 26th verse— 
“When a righteous man turneth away from his 
righteousness and committeth iniquity, and dieth 
in them, (here is a temporal death) for the iniquity 
he hath done he shall die.” (Here is death eternal.) 
It appears farther, from the whole scope of the 
chapter which is to prove, “ The soul that sinneth 
it shall die.” If you say that the soul here means 
the body, I answer, that will die whether you sin 
or not.” &e. &e. 

Any remarks which you may make, Mr. Editor, 
on the foregoing, particularly on that quotation, 
of “ The soul that sinneth it shall die,” will be read 
with pleasure by 
Yours, &c. L.M. 
saint, given in the first 


: N. B. The character of a 
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part, differs very much from the one given by the 
Rev. Hooper Cumming. 
REMARKS. 

It is a lamentable fact, that men who have been 
extolled for their wisdom, and almost idolized, have 
sometimes expressed the greatest absurdities, and 
very gravely made declarations puerile to the last 
extreme. Such is Mr. Wesley’s assertion of the 
definition of Ezek. xviii. 26. Now, what is passing 
strange, is, Mr. Wesley, in his remark on the 4th 
verse, Would have his readers to understand, that 
both of his supposed deaths, in verse 26, are eternal 
deaths! “The body will die, whether you sin or 
not.” Well, so be it. But the death spoken of in 
the 26th verse, is a death in consequence of sin. 
Mr. W.’s construction is a wretched one. There is 
nothing more nor less declared than this—When a 
righieous man turneth away from his righteousness, 
he shall die because he turneth away, &c. First, is 
declared the fact—Second, the cause of it. It isa 
simple statement, that a man dies for his oten sin, 
in contradiction to the allegations of the Israelites, 
against God, that ‘the fathers have eaten sour grapes, 
and the children’s teeth are set on edge.’ This was a 
proverb among the Jews, certifying that they suffered 
for their father’s sins. It is abominable to pervert 
God’s declarations in the manner Mr. W. has done. 
God declares only this—that when a righteous man 
turns from his righteousness, and dies, that he dies 
for his sins, or his iniquity that he hath done; and 
not on account of his progenitor’s sins. 

We must understand that the Jews were very 
ignorant of God’s ways. From the connexion, it 
appears that temporal death was all the Jews con- 
sidered. The declaration in verse 4, “The soul 
that sinneth it shall die,” is explained by the follow- 
lowing verse, “Ifa man be just,” &c. The word 
soul used as a convertible term with man. There 
are two deaths, spoken of in Scripture, which we 
are to understand to be, what is called, temporal, the 
death of the body, and spiritual, which is to become 
carnally minded. But nowhere do we read of an 
eternal death. Strictly speaking, the Scriptures 
speak of no death but temporal death. For death 
itself is temporal, and shall be destroyed. 

Mr. Wesley’s definition of a saint, that he is one 
“ Who is righteous in the judgment of God him- 
self,” brings to our recollection a declaration of Mr. 
W, which he made from the pulpit, a short time 
before he died—that “he never did so well as 
he could, for one half hour in his life.” When 
God looked down upon the children of men, and 
there was none righteous, no, not one, there was 
none living, according to Arminianism, who would 
be saved. We rejoice that the Lord reigneth, and 
that the world shall be established that it shall not 
be removed. God will judge the people righte- 
ously. 


—< >— 
NEW-JERUSALEM MISSIONARY. 
Our good friend, Samuel Woodworth Esq. Edi- 
tor of the “ New-Jerusalem Missionary,” published 
in this city, in his Number for the last month, (July) 


marks on Mr. Boswell’s “ Address to the Baptist 
Church of Trenton and Lamberton.” (See No. 8, 


p. 57.) The following is Mr. Woodworth’s extracts, 

reply, &c. 

“* Mr. Boswell has left the cruel hypothesis of 

Calvin, and, we understand, adopted the sentiments 

of those who style themselves the ‘ New-Jerusalem 

Church.’ Thisis something better ; for in the stead 

of accusing the Creator of making his creatures 

miserable, this doctrine only teaches that he per- 

mits them to be miserable, and is too impotent, in- 

different, or ignorant, to effect their holiness and 

happiness. Now, as indifference is the consequence 

of ignorance, not having that knowledge of things 

which is requisite to produce a corresponding esti- 

mate of their value, the deficiency may be considered 

to proceed from impotence, and ignorance. A being 
of this description would excite compassion. Where- 

as Calvin’s Moloch must excite feelings of detesta- 
tion, &c.”’ 

“In reply to this, we would ask Mr. Fitz if it is 
any evidence of the impotence, indifference, or ig- 
norance of God that he permits any of his creatures 
to suffer pain in this world? If he answer in the 
negative, we would then inquire how he can more 
easily reconcile, to his ideas of a merciful God, a 
year, a month, a day, or even a moment's suffering, 
than an eteinity? If the permission of endless 
misery be an evidence of the partiality, cruelty, or 
injustice of God, the permission of a moment’s pain 
must be testimony of equal weight in kind, though 
not in degree, to prove the existence of the same 
imperfections in Deity. A perfect being must be 
perfect in the least particular, as well as in the great- 
est. We will, therefore, ask Mr. Fitz a few ques- 
tions, which if he can answer, we promise to answer 
any questions which he may put to.us. 

“ 1st. Why does God permit any of his creatures 
to suffer pain or unhappiness in this world, when, 
by an exertion of his omnipotent power, he could, 
with infinite ease, (according to your doctrine,) ren- 
der them all happy ? 

“ 2d. Is that God perfect in mercy, who can, and 
yet does not, make his creatures perpetually happy, 
in this world, as well as in the nezt ? 

* 3d. Why does a merciful God permit innocent 
infants, lambs, doves, and other harmless animals, 
to suffer from disease, the cruelty of dogs, and still 
more inhuman man ?” 

Mr. Woodworth, although well acquainted with 
his own doctrines, and well qualified to defend them 
against greater errors, is, we think, almost altogethez 
unacquainted with the Scripture doctrine, which we 
advocate, of the unbounded, impartial, and un- 
changeable goodness of God. If this were not the 
case, we think Mr. W. could not have committed 
himself as he has done, by making the above que- 
ries. Preparatory to our remarks, as a reply to Mr. 
W.’s queries, we urge the consideration of the fol- 
lowing axioms, which Mr. W. must accede to; 
namely —* It is impossible for a thing (or principle) 
to be, and not to be at the same time.” And we 
add, that every thing or principle which is immuta- 





takes a very respectful notice of some of our re- 


ble, is always, of necessity, the same. 
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Mr. W.’s first position is this: “If it is no evi- 
dence of the impotence, indifference, or ignorance 
of God, that he permits any of his creatures to suffer 
pain in this world, then it is no evidence of the im- 
potence, indifference, or ignorance of God, should 
he permit his creatures to suffer to all eternity.” 
And Mr. W. asks, * How we can more easily recon- 
cile to our ideas of a merciful God, a year, a month, 
a day, or even a moment’s suffering, than an elerni- 
ty ?” 

To this we reply—We learn from the Scriptures, 
that God’s chastisements are for man’s good. Again. 
That God doth not afflict willingly. By which we 
understand, that God does not permit any sufler- 
ing without a justifiable motive. His motive is, that 
man may be a partaker of his holiness. We are 
commanded to be perfect, “ even as our Father, who 
is in heaven is perfect.” And Mr. W. has wisely 
declared, that “ a perfect being must be perfect in 
the least particular, as well as in the greatest.” 
Now, we presume, Mr. W. will admit, that God’s 
greatest perfection, in relation to man, consists in 
His advancing man to a likeness of Himself, that 
man may be perfect in His (God’s) holiness. There- 
fore, even this perfection, so honourable to God, 
and so inestimable to man, is predicated on the fact, 
that God’s perfections have regard to the least that 
can befal man, or in any way affect his well-being. 
This is in harmony with the Scriptures, which as- 
sure us, that so great is God’s perfection, and his 
solicitude for his creatures, that nothing can befal 
them without his knowledge, and that He even takes 


cognizance of the fall of asparrow! Now we advance 
the following position—Every thing done by God, 


is done in love. Every thing permitted by God, is 
permitted in love. 

Mr. W. can now see, how we can more easily 
reconcile a year, &c. or a moment’s suffering, with 
God’s perfection, than an eternity of wretchedness. 
But, we ask Mr. W., if you cannot do this, how can 
you define or advocate the perfection of the charac- 
ter of the God you worship ? Is he so indifferent to- 
ward his creatures, that it is all one with him, 
whether they suffer a year or interminably ? Wheth- 
er the suffering shall be productive of good, or evil ? 
Or, is he so ignorant, that he is altogether unac- 
quainted with the final event, and reposes in com- 
fortable stupidity, until he is roused by some un- 
looked for contingency ? Or, is he so impotent, that 
he cannot control events, and submits to a fatality 
greater than himself, and which rules the god, and 
tortures and destroys in blind and irremediable fury, 
the creatures of this imperfect maker ? Now we de- 
clare, that to all the reason we possess, and to every 
mental power of perception and sense, nothing can 
be more apparent and certain, than this—that the 
permission or infliction of pain or suffering, for a 
moment, or for an eternity, if no good is intended, 
is an evidence of cruelty. And if no good is pro- 
duced, of impotence also. It would be an insult to 
the reason of any man, to tell him that God would 
permit or inflict upon him endless misery, for his 
happiness ! 

We agree with Mr. W. that the permission of a 





moment's suffering, without a justifiable motive, 
must be good evidence to prove the imperfection of 
the being who permits it, as much so, as an eternity 
of unavailing wretchedness could be. Now, what 
follows? Ans. If God permits any of his creatures 
to suffer endlessly, he is imperfect. If he permits 
them to suffer a moment, without regard to their 
well-being, he is imperfect. For, “ A perfect be- 
ing must be perfect in the least particular, as well 
as in the greatest.” A contrary conclusion, would 
confound all ideas of right and wrong; of beneyo- 
lence and cruelty ; of mercy and malice; of God 
and the devil! We give a reason why the permis. 
sion of endless suffering is an evidence of cruelty in 
God, because the sufferer is an endless loser by his 
existence, and can never receive any benefit or good 
from his suffering. We give Scripture, too, why 
endless misery is contrary to God. For God says, 
“ T will not contend for ever, neither will I be always 
wroth: for the spirit should fail before me, and the 
souls I have made. For the iniquity of his covet- 
ousness was I wroth, and smote him, I hid me, and 
was wroth, and he went on frowardly in the way of 
his heart. I have seen his ways and will heal him; 
I will lead him also, and restore comforts unto him 
and-to his mourners.” Isa. lvii. 16—18. We give 
a reason, in the above quotation, why limited suf- 
fering is not an evidence of cruelty in God, because 
God will bless the sufferer, and “ lead him, and heal 
him, and restore comforts unto him,” &c. 

Take an earthly father, and remember, that his 
perfection must be like his heavenly Father’s pei- 
fection. Mr. W. is a father. Would it be an evi- 
dence of cruelty in you, to inflict, or to permit the 
suffering of your child, for ever, without regard to 
its welfare ? If you chastise your child for a moment, 
for the child’s benefit, is it an evidence that you are 
a cruel parent ? 

We now answer to Mr. W.’s interrogations, nun- 
bered 1, 2, 3, as follows— 

“ 1st. Why does God permit any of his creatures 
to suffer pain or unhappiness in this world, when by 
an exertion of his omnipotent power, he could, with 
infinite ease, (according to your doctrine,) render 
them all happy ?” 

This interrogation is a sufficient evidence of Mr. 
W.’s ignorance of our doctrine. We answer, 
First. We have proved that God’s purpose is man’s 
good. In accordance with this gracious purpose 
man is brought into this mode of being ; where he 
must be chastised, in accordance with God’s good 
purpose. We read, Rom. viii. “The creature was 
made subject to vanity [a state where sin, and con- 
sequent suffering, has, so far, been unavoidable,} 
not willingly ;” or without a justifiable and good 
motive. Not gladly, because God prefers the sut- 
fering of the creature. Even the man Christ Jesus, 
although without actual sin, suffered in his sympa- 
thy even for his enemies, before he suffered, physi- 
cally, the death of the cross. Second. According 
to “ our doctrine,” man must exist, and suffer, as he 
does, before his glory can be perfected. “ Life ts 
short.” So say all; on ordinary oceasions. Shall 
we now deny our every day assertions, to prove God 
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anmereiful ? No ! This world, compared to another 
and a better, is but a dream. Paul counted the 
present suffering not worthy to be compared to the 
glory which should be revealed, &c. We, there- 
fore, say, God now permits suffering, for a short 
time, for man’s good. 

« ad. Is that God perfect in merey, who can, 
and yet does not, make his creatures perpetually 
happy in this world, as well as in the nezt 2” 

Ans. We will, first, ask a question. Is it not an 
evidence of the incapacity of a surgeon, that his pa- 
tient does not experience so much ease while his 
leg is sawing, as after it is off, and the stump heal- 
ed? God is making his creatures perfectly and per- 
petually happy. Will you be so kind as to grant a 
little time for the accomplishment of this glorious 
purpose? Distort nothing. Admit that God is now 
“ good to all, and his tender mercies are over all his 
works.” That man is tormenting himself, and his 
neighbour, and to find an excuse, would prove that 
God will do likewise. If Mr. W. had asked, “ Is 
that God almighty in power, who does not make 
men as old at their birth as at their death ?” it would 
appear quite as reasonable, as the question asked, 
when we consider God’s character, man’s destiny, 
and the glory that shall be revealed in man. 

Now it stands thus—God is perfect in mercy. 
God does not make his creatures so happy in this 
life, asin a future. Itis not, therefore, any evi- 
dence of a deficiency of mercy in God, that he per- 
mits his creatures to suffer in this life. The above 
position is founded on Scripture, reason, and nature, 
Reverse it—God is imperfect in mercy. 


or facts. 


Giod does make his creatures as happy in this life, 


as ina future. It is, therefore, an evidence of a de- 
ficiency of mercy in God, that he permits his crea- 
tures to suffer in this life. Now the common error 
is, that men, a large portion of them, will be more 
miserable in a future world, than they are or shall 
be in this. With the manner, mode, and precise 
quantity of misery, your doctrine assigns to those 
whom it damns, we are unacquainted. 

“3d. Why does a merciful God permit innocent 
infants, lambs, doves, and other harmless animals, 
to suffer from disease, the cruelty of dogs, and still 
more inhuman man ?” 

This question is already answered, in our reply 
to the foregoing. Now we would wish to ask, Whe- 
ther Mr. W. would like to admit that God’s mercy 
is finite? That a sufficient reason cannot be given 
to satisfy a being who is perfect in mercy, for the 
permission of the present state of affairs? And we 
will also ask, as Mr. W. has promised to answer, 
First—Is the God you worship able to save all man- 
kind, and to make them holy and happy? Second: 
When, and before God created man, in the aggre- 
gate, or an individual, did your God know the con- 
sequence to man, individually, and in the aggre- 
gate, whom he was about to create, of creating him ? 
Had your God a design, extending to the final des- 
tiny of every man, when he created him? Was that 
design the good or ill of the creature? Is you future 
hell, a place of correction for the reformation of the 
sinner; or a place of endless torment? If your God 





knew that man would be tormented endlessly, did 
he not make him for that éxpress purpose? If he 
made him for this purpose, is not your God cruel? 
If he made him for another purpose, and he did not 
answer the purpose intended, is he not ignorant and 
impotent ? 

Note. Will Mr. Woodworth “have the candour 
and fairness to publish our replies, as given above ? 
Come, Sir, ‘fatr play is a jewel.” 

N. B. We wish it to be understood, that we be- 
lieve it is not the province of any man to ques- 
tion, in any sort whatever, the motive or pur- 
pose of Deity in the creation of ali animals below 
man. It would be the height of impious blasphemy, 
to speak evil of God, and accuse him of wantonly 
animating dust, and giving only being and suffer- 
ing, as cause and consequence. Questions may be 
multiplied very unprofitably. Now there is one 
answer with us, for every question of the kind. God 
is infinite in wisdom, unbounded in goodness; and 
of almighty power to counteract and control all 
events, so that his beneficent designs shall be accom- 
plished. Whatsoever he does is best, and for the 
best. For ourselves, our ignorance is too great to 
advise the Deity, and our confidence in his wisdom 
and goodness, too great to doubt his ability and 
faithfulness. We expect shortly to enter upon the 
delightful task of learning, in the regions of un- 
clouded wisdom, his glorious works, and witnessing 
in the winding up of the great drama of human 
events, his wonderful power, wisdom, and goodness. 

—j— 
“REMARKS ON THE SABBATH DAY.” 

Which day in seven, is the day which God com- 
manded to be kept holy ? Who were commanded to 
keep the Sabbath day holy? Every honest man, let 
his sentiments be what they may; must answer. 
“The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy 
God, in it thou shalt not do any work,” &c. It 
must also be confessed, that this day was never 
made a Sabbath to, or for, the Gentiles. We there- 
fore demand of those who would bind a yoke about 
the neck of the public, and coerce the public, whe- 
ther they can produce testimony to prove that God 
ever altered the Sabbath, from the seventh to the 

first day of the week? If they cannot do this, one 
of three things must be admitted; namely—The 
Sabbath day is abrogated—or it is now binding on 
all those to whom the law was given, and their pos- 
terity; or itis binding upon all men. If the Sab- 
bath is abrogated, no one will be damned for not ob- 
serving it. If the Sabbath is not abrogated, it is now 
binding on all the Jews. If it was not originally con- 
fined to them, it is now binding on all men. If itis 
now binding on all men, then all meu, with the ex- 
ception of Jews and Seventh-day Baptists, are out- 
rageous Sabbath-breakers. The substitution of any 
other, or every other day, will not expiate the offence ; 
nor by any correct rule of canstruction, prove the 
party to regard or comply with the Divine command. 
For the command is imperative—“ The seventh day 
is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God, in it thou shalt 
not do any work.” We therefore contend, on the 





authority of the above testimony and premises, that 
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any other day than the seventh, is not the Sabbath 
of the Lord, nor by him appointed. 

We offer the above to the serious consideration of 
every honest and honourable man. We say to all, 
without exception, Unless you can disprove the 
above, by positive testimony, fresh from the oracles 
of God, (not of man,) you are bound as honest and 
candid men, to admit the truth, and to govern your- 
selves firmly, openly, and impartially by its dictates. 
Farther, we appeal to all honest men, of all deno- 
minations, and ask, Is it not an outrageous insult to 
the good sense of mankind, and an inexcusable at- 
tempt upon the civil liberty of our country, hostile 
to, and subversive of, the constitution of these Uni- 
ted States, for the Reverend clergy, so called, to 
contradict the positive declaration of God, that the 
seventh day is the Sabbath, and to declare that the 
first day is the Sabbath, and to plot and contrive to 
coerce by law, the observance of a day, that God 
never hallowed, nor commanded to be kept holy ? 

We urge, by every consideration dear to liberty, 
to real Christianity, serious and deliberate atten- 
tion to the above. We expect the pious tongue of 
hirelings, and the voice of prejudice and ignorance, 
to be enlisted against us. We cannot help this. 
But, let all opposers remember, that our concep- 
tions of our Heavenly Father are such, as to require 
the “presenting our bodies a living sacrifice, holy, 
acceptable unto God, which is our reasonable ser- 
vice.” Rom. xiv. 1. And this on all days. We also 
believe, that “ Pure religion and undefiled before 
God, even the Father, is this, To visit the fatherless 





and widows in their affliction, and to keep himself 


unspotted from the world.” James i. 27. Any 
other religion than this, is neither pure nor unde- 
filed in the sight of God! To all, therefore, we say, 
Would you be religious, you must do all the good, 
to those who need it, that you can; and serve your 
God with a humble heart, 
—~— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Editor—In the afternoon of Sunday before 
Jast, I attended the Vandewater-street church. As 
[ had heard Mr. Cumming praised for his charity 
and liberality, I was very much surprised to hear 
him, when addressing the Throne of Grace, and 
after praying for “ all mankind,” in the next breath 
“ except those who deny the infinitude of sin,” &c. 
with other observations, which left no person of 
common sense to doubt for a moment whom he 
meant. Let me ask, If this is the “ charity” of the 
Rev. Doctor, for which I have heard him extolled ? 
If it is, we will say, “Good Lord deliver us” from 
all such. M. 

New-York, Aug. 6, 1823. 

-Vote. How much is the Rev. Dr. Cumming’s 
pravers worth ? ED. GO$. HER. 

—=>—— 
ANOTHER VICTIM 
TO THE DOCTRINE OF ENDLESS TORTURE. 

Mrs, S—, a matron of respectable connexions 
in this city, a short time since became a convert to 
Methodism. The present violent and boisterous 


method of conversion, where threats of endless mis. 
ery, instead of persuasion, are resorted to, produced 
mental distraction ; and the wretched victim of fa- 
natics cut her throat with arazor. Surgical aid, 
however, restored her to partial health of body, 
but the poison of error remained to torture her 
mind. She afterwards stabbed herself with a knife. 
She recovered from these woands; and procuring a 
quantity of laudanum, crossed the East River, and 
was afterwards found in a field, a mass of putrefac- 
tion. Thus is added another to the long catalogue 
of victims to the doctrines of devils, 


—>— 


4 Correspondent observes, that he heard the Rev 
Mr. Van Velsan preach, August 10, when he said of 
the song of the redeemed, “ There will be no sing. 
ing of hell-redemption then,” &c. and recommends 
to his attention, Psa. Ixxxvi. 13, “ Great is thy 
mercy toward me ; and thou hast delivered my soul 
from the lowest hell.” 


—=@— 
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“They (the redeemed) look down and see their 
own dearest kindred in hell, under all the bitter ag- 
onies of death, and they stand unmoved at the sight. 
They maintain perfect calmness, and undisturbed 


joy.” REV. JOSHUA SPALDING. 


O say, can sainted spirits look 

Down from their glorious star set thrones, 
Joyous upon the lost ; and brook, 

Smiling, the damn’d soul’s piercing groan ?—~ 
Look on the once lov'd spirit here, 

And fecl no anxious wish to snatch it thence, 
E’en if a prayer could interfere, 

And raise it to their eminence ? 


If it be so, then let me die, 

And never reach that high abode 
Of crue! bliss, above the sky, 

Where man approximates to God. 
If it be so, then let me fall 

In the wild night of hell's despair ; 
And drink the wormwood and the gall, 

And flame, for ever mingling there. 


If it be so, when from this dream 
My soul wakes in eternity, 
O let it sink there where no gleam 
Of light breaks on that shoreless sea : 
For, rather than that change should be, 
Who would not sooner writhe with them, 
In that immortal agony, 
Than thus wear heaven's diadem ! 


If it be so—but O, Most High, 
Rebellious as it is, forgive 
The thought, that would pollute the sky, 
With spots too black in hell to live. 
Forgive, and make the dark-one see, 
Pity which reaches them that dwell 
Beneath heaven's wide-spread canopy, 
Can reach unto the lowest hell. 
MARION. 
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